The last dozen years have seen the emergence of a vigorous debate over the demography of the Roman Republic. In 1994 Elio Lo Cascio published the opening salvo in what would become a sustained attack on the communis opinio, the interpretation of the Augustan census À gures formulated by Julius Beloch in Die Bevölkerung der römischen Welt and vigorously defended by Peter Brunt in Italian Manpower. Bringing a powerful historiographic analysis and a more sophisticated quantitative methodology to bear, Lo Cascio argued that the census tallies recorded for the reign of Rome's À rst emperor do not, as Beloch and Brunt held, represent all Roman citizens-men, women, and children-but only adult males, making the total free population of Italy much higher than the roughly À ve to seven-and-a-half million Beloch and Brunt had estimated. Therefore, rather than declining over the two centuries since 225 bc, as Beloch and Brunt concluded, Italy's free population must have been growing vigorously during this period. In subsequent articles Lo Cascio has extended this analysis, arguing for a free population of at least thirteen million by 28 bc. His challenge has in turn provoked responses from a number of other scholars, including Neville Morley, Walter Scheidel, and Luuk de Ligt. These last two have made the most recent contributions to the debate, each independently offering new arguments that the free Italian population was not expanding as greatly as Lo Cascio claims but remained stable or was growing only slightly over the last two centuries of the Republic. However, their studies will by no means be the last word in this controversy, and it is to be expected that Lo Cascio will present a vigorous defense of his position in a forthcoming monograph.
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